Abstract: The "live-in-relationship 
I. Introduction "Law takes its own time to articulate such social changes through a process of amendment. That is why in a changing society law cannot afford to remain static. If one looks at the history of development of Hindu Law, it will be clear that it was never static and has changed from time to
Marriage is necessarily the basis of social foundation from which important legal rights and obligations emerge. In ancient times, marriage was considered to be decided by the God and divinity was associated with it. 3 It is considered to be a sacred social institution. 4 Marriage according to the Hindu Law is a holy union for the performance of religious duties. It is not a contract but it is a sanskar or sacrament. 5 Hindu marriage protects a woman by guaranteeing her legal rights for restitution of conjugal rights in case of desertion 6 , legitimacy of the children, relief in case of cruelty 7 , adultery 8 , impotency 9 , claim of maintenance and alimony etc. 10 Live-in relationships in India are often seen as a taboo and a sin. 11 Currently in India, marriage as a lifelong social bond is being questioned. There is a rising tendency to enter into ‗live-in-relationship' instead of marriage which leads to conjugal disloyalty and disquiet.
The live in relationship is a living arrangement in which an unmarried couple lives together in a longterm relationship that resembles a marriage. In every day parlance, it is cohabitation. 12 ‗Live-in-relationship'/ Cohabitation, sometimes called consensual union or de facto marriage, and refers to unmarried heterosexual couples living together in an intimate relationship. 13 Cohabitation is defined as a situation in which opposite-sex couples live together outside the bond of marriage. 14 In some jurisdictions cohabitation is viewed as legal as common law marriage, either for a specified period, or after the birth of a child, or if the couple holds themselves out to society as being akin to spouses. 15 ‗Live-in-relationship' is neither recognized by The Hindu Marriage Act, 1955 nor by The Criminal Procedure Code, 1973, nor by The Indian Succession Act 1925. 16 However, the expression ‗Relationship in the nature of marriage' which is included within the definition of ‗domestic relationship' has been defined in 
III.
Response Of Indian Judiciary To "Live-In-Relationship"
Where a man and a woman live together for a long spell of time as husband and wife then there would be ‗presumption of marriage' u/S.114 of Indian Evidence Act, 1872. 19 In this context the court commented that there exists no law in the country which prohibits pre-marital sex. This comment was passed by the Apex Court in answer to the comments made by the prosecution that the actress Khushboo endorsed pre-marital sex which affects the moral fabric of the society. 39 In later part of the 2010 Delhi High Court decided a case Alok Kumar vs. State 40 which also was in connection with ‗live-in-Relationship'. The facts of the case suggest that the complainant started ‗live-inRelationship' with the petitioner, who had not even divorced his previous wife and was having a child of his own. The complainant was also having a child of her own. The Delhi High Court, therefore, described the nature of such relationship as a walk-in and walk-out relationship with no legal strings attached. It is a contract of living together "which is renewed every day by the parties and can be terminated by either of the parties without consent of the other party." Those who do not want to enter into such relationship enter into such relationship of marriage which creates a legal bond which cannot be broken by other party at will. Thus people who choose to have 'live-in relationship' cannot later complain of infidelity or immorality. 45 remarked that irrespective of the relationship between parents, birth of a child out of such relationship has to be viewed independently of the relationship of the parents. It is as plain and clear as sunshine that a child born out of such relationship is innocent and is entitled to all the rights and privileges available to children born out of valid marriages. This is the crux of Section 16(3) of the amended Hindu Marriage Act, 1955 46 . 47 The legal right to maintenance for women involved in ‗live-in-Relationship' has been adjudicated upon by the Supreme Court in the following two cases; (1) Notwithstanding that a marriage is null and void under Section 11, any child of such marriage who would have been legitimate if the marriage had been valid, shall be legitimate, whether such a child is born before or after the commencement of the Marriage Laws (Amendment) Act, 1976, and whether or not a decree of nullity is granted in respect of the marriage under this Act and whether or not the marriage is held to be void otherwise than on a petition under this Act.(2) Where a decree of nullity is granted in respect of a voidable marriage under Section 12, any child begotten or conceived before the decree is made, who would have been the legitimate child of the parties to the marriage if at the date of the decree it had been dissolved instead of being annulled, shall be deemed to be their legitimate child notwithstanding the decree of nullity. (3) Nothing contained in subsection (1) or sub-section (2) shall be construed as conferring upon any child of a marriage which is null and void or which is annulled by a decree of nullity under Section 12, any rights in or to the property of any person, other than the parents, in any case, where, but for the passing of this Act, such child would have been incapable of possessing or acquiring any such rights by reason of his not being the legitimate child of his parents. 47 Ibid, note,42, Para.36
Singhvi and Asok Kumar Ganguly, JJ) 48 Facts of the case: the appellant woman contended that she was remarried, as per the prevalent custom and usage, to the younger brother (Respondent) of her deceased husband. They lived together as husband and wife for a pretty long time. Thereafter, surprisingly and unfortunately the husband (respondent) started harassing the appellant wife and also refused to provide her maintenance u/S.125 of Cr.P.C. In this case, the High Court held that the appellant wife was not entitled to maintenance on the ground that only legally married woman can claim maintenance u/S.125 of Cr.P.C. But the Supreme Court turned down the judgment delivered by the High Court and awarded maintenance to the wife (appellant) saying that provisions of Sec. 125 of Cr.P.C must be considered in the light of Sec. 26 of the PWDVA, 2005. 49 In brief, the S.C. held that women in ‗live-in-Relationship' are equally entitled to all the reliefs which are available to legally wedded wife. The judgment further clarified the essentials of a ‗Common Law Marriage' and stated that not all "livein relationships" will amount to "a relationship in the nature of marriage." The judgement notes by way of illustration that -merely spending weekends together, "a one night stand" in a case where the man has a -keep‖ whom he maintains financially but uses her merely for sexual purposes and/or as a servant, would not qualify for protection under the Act within the definition of `domestic relationship'. 57 
On 26
th November 2013 a two-judge Bench of the Supreme Court constituting of K.S. Radhakrishnan and Pinaki Chandra Ghose, JJ in Indra Sarma v. V.K.V. Sarma 58 held that when the woman is aware of the fact that the man with whom she is having living-in-relationship and who already has a legally-wedded wife and two children, is not entitled to various reliefs available to a legally wedded wife and also to those who enter into ‗a relationship in the nature of marriage' as per provisions of PWDVA, 2005. But in this case, the Supreme Court felt that denial of any protection would amount to a great injustice to victims of illegal relationship who are poor, illiterate and also to their children who are born out of such 48 Status Of "Live-In-Relationship" In Other Countries:
a)
In France, a -Civil Solidarity Pacts‖ known as "pacte civil de solidarite (PACS pronounced: [paks]))‖ passed by the French Parliament in November 1999 that allows couples to enter into a union by signing before a court clerk. It is a contractual form which binds "two adults of different sexes or of the same sex, in order to organize their joint life" and allows them to enjoy the rights accorded to married couples in the areas of income tax, housing and social welfare. The contract can be revoked unilaterally or bilaterally after giving the partner three months' notice in writing. 63 As of 2013, PACS remains available to both-same and opposite sex couples after marriage and adoption rights were made legal for same-sex couples. 
b)
In Philippines, live in relationship is recognized, and it governs the property relations by the rules on equal co-ownership, under Chapter-4 "Conjugal Partnership of Gains", Article 147 (family Code). 65 Philippines provides that where a man and a woman who are capacitated to marry each other, live exclusively with each other just like a husband and wife, but without the benefit of marriage (or when the marriage is void). In such a situation, property acquired by both the spouses through their work, their wages and salaries shall be owned by them in equal shares which shall be governed by equal co-ownership rule. 66 
c)
In the UK, live-in-couples do not enjoy legal benefits and status which are granted to married couples. People in such a relationship are literally ‗free' from all legal bindings. Partners do not have inheritance right over each other's property unless named in their partner's will. State pension is available to the wives and civil partners (for same-sex couples who have legalized their status) of those who have retired after April 2010 is not similarly applicable to partners who live-in. Bereavement Allowance that is available to widowed spouses is also not available to live-in partners who have lost their mate. 67 However, the law seeks to protect the rights of a child born under such relationship. Both parents have the onus of bringing up their children irrespective whether they are married or cohabiting. 
f)
In China, couple can sign a contract for live in relationship. The rights of a child are secured as a child born outside the wedlock has the same benefits as enjoyed by the child born under a marriage. 
g)
The laws of Ireland and Australia also recognizes live in relationship. The family law of Australia recognizes -de facto relationship‖ between couples, while in Ireland the impetus is towards greater recognition to live in relationship as there has been demand for right to maintenance by separated live in couples. 74 In
Ireland Cohabiting couples do not possess the same legal rights and obligations as married couples or civil partnerships in Irish law. This has important implications for a number of areas in your life -including inheritance rights, property ownership, custody and guardianship of children, adoption and fostering. There is a redress scheme for cohabiting couples who have been in a long-term cohabiting relationship. 
V. Conclusion
The ‗live-in-relationship' is no longer a novelty to Indian society. It has come to stay. ‗Live-inrelationship' couples are multiplying in number; at the same time institution of marriages stays unaffected. Time was when institution of marriage was sine qua non of Indian society but not now. Emergence of live-inrelationship seems to pose a challenge to the solid rock on which institution of marriage has been built up and nurtured. Break up of joint family system has given rise to satellite families. Spread of education of women has led to formation of an army of Indian woman who are earning and ably assisting their husbands resulting into emergence of double income families. As an impact of globalization, families are broken up and life partners are bound to stay alone in different countries of the world away from their life partners. May be that this societal change has given rise to the growth of ‗live-in-relationship'. In addition to the above recommendations, the Researcher suggests that the Parliament passes a new legislation as suggested by the S.C. in its guidelines given in the course of its above mentioned two judgments.
b) Criminal Procedure Code,1973 (Section 125 )
The Researcher suggest that the definition of the term ‗wife' contained in Section 125 of Cr.P.C. should be amended so as to include a woman having ‗relationship in the nature of marriage' for a reasonably long period of time. The fact that any person was born during the continuance of a valid marriage between his mother and any man, or within two hundred and eighty days after its dissolution, the mother remaining unmarried, shall be conclusive proof that he is the legitimate son of that man, unless it can be shown that the parties to the marriage had no access to each other at any time when he could have been begotten. 27. Thus, it is evident that in such a fact-situation, a child born of void or voidable marriage is not entitled to claim inheritance in ancestral coparcener property but is entitled only to claim share in self acquired properties, if any." 90 In this context the Researcher wants to recommend that child born out of ‗relationship in the nature of marriage' should also be entitled to claim its share in ancestral coparcenaries property of its parents in addition to their self acquired property. It is as plain and clear as sunshine that a child born out of such relationship is innocent and is entitled to all the rights and privileges available to children born out of valid marriages. This is the crux of Section 16(3) of the amended Hindu Marriage Act, 1955, which needs to be put on the canvass of reality.
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